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Why Pronhibitionists Favor Schedule2 for Cannabis
Reclassification

Rescheduling Cannabis Under Schedule 2: A Trojan Horsefor
Prohibition?

A Dangerous Turning Point in Federal Marijuana Policy

Asthe U.S. edges closer to amonumental shift in federal cannabis policy, a deeper look reveals that the real
threat to reform might not be outright prohibition—but rescheduling itself. Specifically, the looming prospect
of reclassifying cannabis to Schedule 2 under the Controlled Substances Act is raising alarms among policy
analysts, business owners, and advocates who fear that such a move could usher in aregulatory regime worse
than the status quo.

Following the Biden administration’ s acknowledgment of marijuana’ s medical use, the Department of Health
and Human Services (HHS) recommended rescheduling cannabis to Schedule 3 in 2023. That prompted
widespread optimism throughout the industry. Many believed this would finally ease tax burdens, promote
research, and signal federal acceptance of state-legal marijuana programs.

But that momentum has since stalled. And now, with the return of the Trump administration, including the
nomination of anti-cannabis figures like Terrance Cole for DEA Administrator and Pam Bondi for Attorney
General, the winds appear to be shifting. Observers are increasingly concerned that Schedule 2 not Schedule
3 isnow the most likely outcome.

What Does Schedule 2 Really M ean for Cannabis?

To the untrained eye, Schedule 2 might seem like progress compared to Schedule 1. After all, Schedule 2
drugs, such as oxycodone and Adderall, are recognized to have medical value, albeit with a high potential for
abuse.

But for cannabis businesses, Schedule 2 could be devastating.
Under Schedule 2 classification:

e State-legal cannabis markets may be rendered illegal unless they conform to rigid FDA and DEA
standards.

¢ Retailers would need a DEA license, and product sourcing would be limited to federally authorized
producers.

e Dispensaries couldn’t sell flower or edibles unless the products were FDA-approved, likely shutting
down most current suppliers.

e Good Manufacturing Practice (GMP) compliance would be mandatory, a standard that most current
cannabis businesses, especialy smaller ones, are unprepared to meet.



o 280E tax relief would not apply, meaning businesses would continue to pay exorbitant federal taxes
despite stricter oversight.

e DEA quotas could limit cannabis cultivation, even in legal states, capping production below market
demand and favoring a handful of corporations.

In effect, Schedule 2 could destroy the foundation of the state-legal adult-use industry while giving
prohibitionists political cover to claim progress.

The Shift from Public Health to Political Strategy

Why would anti-cannabis lawmakers push for Schedule 2 instead of keeping marijuanain Schedule 1?

Because Schedule 2 offers aclever political sleight of hand. On paper, it acknowledges medical use. In
practice, it gives the federal government maximum regulatory control to restrict or eliminate most of the
industry.

This outcome would alow figures like Trump, Cole, and Bondi to say they embraced reform while enabling
crackdowns on businesses that have spent years building compliant state-regulated operations.

The justification for this crackdown is already being laid out. The DEA’s 2025 National Drug Threat
Assessment accuses state-legal cannabis products of :

e Containing excessively high THC levels,

e Being inaccurately labeled,

e Failing to prevent youth access or criminal infiltration,
e Fueling organized crime.

While many of these claims are disputed by research and state data, they provide aframework for classifying
cannabis as “too dangerous” for unrestricted sale, even if it is“medicinal.”

Federal Action Under mines State Progress

Rescheduling to Schedule 2 would clash head-on with existing state markets. It would:

¢ Undermine voter-approved legalization measures in over 24 states.

e Force medical patients and adult-use consumers into black or gray markets, as legal products become
inaccessible or unaffordable.

¢ Punish small businesses and socia equity licensees, who lack the resources to meet federal regulatory
burdens.

¢ Reverse economic progress, with tens of thousands of jobs at risk in cultivation, processing, retail, and
ancillary services.

The most chilling aspect? This scenario does not require Congress to act. If the DEA, under Trump
appointees, reschedules marijuanato Schedule 2 based on HHS recommendations and internal justification,
the transformation could happen by administrative rulemaking alone.

Advocates Must Stay Alert and United

The cannabis community must recognize that the threat isn’t just continued prohibition. It s the
implementation of aregulatory straitjacket disguised as reform.

Schedule 2 isatrap, and its consequences would be far-reaching:



It would codify cannabis as a“dangerous drug” despite scientific evidence to the contrary.

It would consolidate control under the FDA and DEA, sidelining state regulators and community
stakeholders.

It would eliminate patient access to affordable cannabis and derail social equity goals.

It would criminalize thousands of operators who are legal today but non-compliant under federal rules
tomorrow.

In other words, Schedule 2 isn't legalization. It’s recriminalization through bureaucracy.

The Casefor Schedule 3

To protect the progress made in state-regulated cannabis markets, industry leaders and advocates must rally
around Schedule 3—not as an end goal, but as a necessary step forward.

Under Schedule 3:

e 280E tax penalties would disappear, alowing businesses to reinvest and grow.

e Medical research would accelerate, improving public understanding and treatment options.

e The federal government would signal broader acceptance, giving markets more room to flourish.
e States could maintain regulatory control, preserving adult-use and medical programs.

Schedule 3 is not perfect, but it avoids the worst-case scenario—a federal overhaul that strangles innovation,
punishes patients, and emboldens prohibitionists.

A Smiling Threat in Disguise

The idea that the marijuana industry is approaching a breakthrough moment may be dangerously misleading.
The current political environment—fueled by ideological opponents, conservative policymakers, and an
increasingly combative administrative state makes the prospect of Schedule 2 avery real and imminent
threat.

It istime for stakeholdersto speak loudly and clearly: Schedule 2 is not acceptable.
Cannabis legalization is about science, equity, and freedom not optics, fearmongering, or control.

Rescheduling must reflect those values or it will backfire, and badly.

Email: info@cannabisriskmanager.com | Phone: +415-226-4060
© Copyright 2025 Cannabis Risk Manager. All Rights Reserved



